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ABSTRACT 
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Nature of Argument 

Brockriede, U. (1975). Uhere is arguront? JAFA, 11^, 179-02. Advance? six characteristics of argumenti 
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Creek rhetoric* 
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Perelman 
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ncKerrow, R. E. (1977). Rhetorical validity: An analysis of three perspectives on the justification 
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Continuation of Part I. 
Argument Fields 
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Willard. C. A. (1981). Argunent fields and theories of logical types. JAFA, 17, 129-45. Argues that 
argument fields are sociological entities and that it is inappropriate to define them on the basis of 
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